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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Applicants wish to thank the Exammer for the carefd review of the IDS. c)ain>s, 
specification, md drawings. 

Paragi-aphs lOOSSj. |00??], [0079i. iOOlltj, aid \m\7\} have been amended to correct 
editorial problems. 

No new subject matter has been added. 



Claims 1 and 16 have been amended vvitiiout the scopes of the clainis being chmiged. 
After entiy of this amendment, claims 1-21 are pending 

It is respectfully submitted that each and everv' feature recited in the pending claims is 
fully supported in the specification, drawings, and clain-g as filed. No new subject matter has 
been added. 



The OlTice Action argues that clsnm ] and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second 
paj'agraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly clarm the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the sin entjoii. in pailicular, the Office Action ar'gues that is 
unclear iis to the definition of the word "render". The Office Action also argues that the term 
"potentially suitable derivative contracts" is a relative term which renders tite clam indefinite. 

Regarding tlie word 'iender", according to tlie Merriam- Webster Dictionarj' 
(www.merriam-webster.com/dictionar>'/render), "to render" cm mean 'io cause to be or 
become". Accordingly, in the original claims 1 and 16, "rendering... displayable" clearly means 
"causing to be displav able" \e\ertlieless, foi facilitating exammatjon, \pphcants hereb> 
ropLxe iondeuns d(vp]a\ able u^pkM"^ i i.!anns 1 and !<> 

Reg.^jdnit: tl)i.> term potenu J \ vuuv^ o MOi^onUacts in ihe oagmal clann i the 
teisn poLcntsalK ^iiifahlc doti\alno i.or ivl'^ i- vloa % Jcfmcd a> derualtve contraU 'that 
satisK saidcttUiact (equaements Ne\eitheles . loj iacditattng exammation, A-pphcantb 
hereby replace "'a plumlity of poteniiaily suitable derivative contracts that satisfy said contract 



Rejections o n<ler 35 VSC § 1 1 2 
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feqiiireraents" witli "a group of derh'ative contracts tiiat satisfy said contract requirements" in 

claim i . 

It is res|3ectfu!!y submitted thai each of the amended claims 1 and 16 is definite and 
particulariy points out and distmctly ciaims (he subject matter which Applicants regard as the 
invention. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested tliat the rejections under 35 U.S.C, 1 12 be 
removed. 

Rejectiom ander35 USC S 103 

The Office Action argues that claims 1-4, 6-9, 14-16, and 19-21 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable overNafeh etal (USPiib. No. 2002/00691 55), hereinafter 
"Nafeh", in view of Haigh ("Hedging foreign currency, freiglit aiid commodity futures 
portfolios- A note" Tlie Journal of Futures Maikets, Hoboken ; Dec 2002, Vol. 22, Iss. 12; pg. 
1205). 

'ilie Office Action also ai^ues that claim 5 is rejected under 35 U S C. 10.^ (a) as being 
unpatentable over Nafeh in view of Haigh in further view of Tower ('■Mega-ships drive freight's 
future": [5 Edition], Journal of Commerce, New York, Oct 22, 1998. pg. IB). 

The Ofilce Action also argues thai claims 10 and 17 axe reiected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) 
as being unpatentable over .Na.feh in v iew of .Haigh in further view of .Batchelor (''Transport 
futures to be traded on the internet; j London edition], Financial Times, London (UK): Sep II, 
1997. pg. 30). 

The Office Action also argues that claims 11-13, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101? 
(a) as being unpatentable over Nafeh tn view of Haigh in further view of Scheer (USPub No. US 
2002/0138358). 

Applic^ls respectfully request reconsideration of the rejections. 

It is respectfully subtnitted that each of independent cl aitns 1 md 16 includes Uraitations 
tliat are not taught by the cited prior aji references. For example, each of claims 1 atid 1 6 
ioqttiii-s thi. hmUdiJon siep ol Kxovtn^ L. i| ils^a il. e jsc d jta from a plurality ofcainets Ihc 
Ljpacih sell ase dah 5)05 tatniny at !e<! ' t v< u ' r msportation from an mode se<! mode 
sad mode and truck mode Chimf ^ it v ae^ cv^ i i t ' so.ccun^i a fubset ^if 
deiuaiis e conuacts to *^at^^(v a deuvative puichase reque'^l whesein ihe ,sub:>et iuuludt's at least a 
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first derivative contract for a first mode of the iwo tfaasportation modes and a second derivative 
contract for a second inode of tfee tm> transportation modes. 

in contrast the cited pnoi a'l iOU^'or^C'--^ (ji.cluding Nafoh onti Has^^h) Js^ '.oi io,.v-i 
iectMv snsi capac!t\ leleas-e daui ifom piiualUv ol camej-s. and the cited reCefcnceJ do noi teach 
that leces \ ed capacs t> leiease data peftanung at least to two modes of trajisportation from air 
ireHii?. sea m<>ck\ rad mode, Uuvk mode 

i ho (.xTicc \ciion ajrgues that Nafeh discloses "to \ icw d<ita and news related to actiMt> 
w iLlun market"" tmd ttiat "Examiner notes viewmg data and oov\s> related to actn its w'tMn 
markets indicates receiving capacitv' release data as applied to Applicant's disclosure." However, 
Nafeh (paragraph [()465]-[0466]) teaches data and news such as recent pertinent newsfeeds from 
commercial wire sendees, sutmnaiy historical and background information on recent trading, 
price, volume activity on the contract, real time quotes for tlie best bid and offer for each contract 
in each outstimding series of the contract bundle, the expiration date for each outstanding series, 
the payout criterion for each contract and the current rate, level, or value of the underlying. 
Naleh does not teach capacity release data, Nafeh does not teach a plurality of carriers as sources 
of the capacity release data, Nafeh doas not teaclj tljat the capacity release data pertains at ieast to 
two modes of transportation from air mode, .sea mode, raii mode, and tmck mode. Other cited 
references also do not teach the limitations. 

As another example, each of claims I and 16 requires tire limitations/step of bujidling 
capacitj' releases in accordance with a geographic bundling criterion, thereby creating a pluiality 
of available derivative contracts. 

In cojitrast liie cited references (including Nafeh and Haigh) do not teach the 
Iimitations./step. 

The Office Action argues that Nafeh notes geographic diversification (paragraph |0006|) 
and applies his itwention to traders that are geographically dispersed (paragraph [0021]) and that 
bvaminei interprets this apphcahon as Applicant's geographic bundhng criterion H[owe\er 

Isateh m p^uai-'iaph |'>00(i| '>tih n.onl > \ - lo ^ji ^pS l "'k! nsk t\ pe cin eisiln„ati'»i wuimut 
mentioum^ ttiindlin,^ tapacfts i.'^ ivOi . j i r^J i ^,k>' o. l. itni'- ! and Iti iDitlict Xaiob 
m para^iaph [OCili] onh tcai,h.'^ p.e> \ t ^.^1 i ^ ^ ■'^ n v.at on^ v. xpat^ihtics ixxcssar^ 
lot maiket trading when Uadeis aje geogiaphicalh dispetsed \sitlioijt t&ichmg biuidimi: capacUj. 
releases in accordance witit a geographic bundling criterion as required in claims 1 and 1 6. 
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As a uHUi.,1 L\ jmple each oJ cl<iira>> 1 <uid 16 requires* the limu lUon >! 
Simi Ua t*tRHi djipl n iii< j<ifO(.dst dat j jx Jtamin > to doniand for coasts k ( h pUu iUi\ <>i ) 

In Lontust die ctkd K c V t v. u i \ i iuihi h) do n i loath ihc 
iitmtaljons/step. 

evpuaiion d^ts. foi Lacii ouMatidtn^ -.^iif- **iv.p^ outcuienoj or each t-onti ict a k1 the ciirretit 
rate le\ ei oi \ aiuc of the undcth mg aiid tliat E inner mterprels expirattoii dates the pay out 
criterion, and current valusss to be indicative of AppUcant's rendering (displaying) user-specific 
forecast data. However, expiration dates, the payout criterion, and current values are not forecast 
data pertaining to demand forecasts by <a pluraiit\' of) shippers betw^een a first location and a 
second location as required in each of claims 1 and 16. 

For the aforementioned reasons and others, it iis respectfully isubmitted that independent 
claims 1 and 16 are novel, non-obvious, and patentable over the cited arts of records, taken alone 
or in combination. 

It is also respectfully submitted thai claims 2-15 and 17-21 which depend from al least 
one of c]aim.s 1 and 16 also ai'c no\ eL nonobvious, and palentabie nol only due to their 
dependence frot^i at least one of the patentable parent claims 1 and 1 6 but also due to their 
recitations of independenth patentable features. 

For example, claims 1 1 and 1 8 include the liimtahans that the forecast data includes self- 
assessed qualitative ratings by the shippers and that the self-assessed qualitative ratings are 
performed using at least four of a set of criteria that includes demand, mmiufacturing readiness, 
mattufactimng location, capacit>', product, Ime, md lane stability. In conlr^t, the cited 
reference do not teach at least four of the recited criteria 

The Office Action argues that Scheer teaches expected consumption rate md 
deterministic demand data. However, consumption rate is not necessarj' demand, and 
delermimstic data is not forecast Therefore, Scheer does not teach at least four of the recited 
criteria. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the rejections be removed. 
No new limitation has been added. No new subject nmtier has been added. 
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CONCLUSION 

In \ icn >if the distu-^^ion heroin -\ppisv.anl{s} beht'x c th;u all pestdmg tbsmt) aa- 
allowable and rtebpectiuHx seci't-t a \oi ^^i VKnsa uc ior ihis apphcatum Ironi ibu l-\aminet 

SKouid the f vunino. 'v. ,^ e'e.) j t.O!\e^i."r(.o v-ould expedite the prosecution of Uns 

apphcatjon. the undeisigtu J Lan jeacliod at -i !^-2l 

If additional petition is required to faolttaic the cnm oJ jIk' pft'sent .wiondment, please 
cotisider this comntunicatton a petition therefore as well. The Comniissioner is autlwixed to 
charge any fees beyond the amount eticlosed which may be required, or to credit aiw 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-2284 (Order No. FFRT-P003). 



Respectfully subinitted, 

/Joseph A, Nguyen/ Reg. No. 37,899 

Joseph A. Nguyen 



Tel; 408-213-9540 



